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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

• If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05 November 1999 . 
2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) El Claim(s) 1-21 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-21 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)Q approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: application filed 1 1/06/99. 

2. Claims 1-21 are pending. Claims 1, 7, 8, 12, and 18 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Burkettet al. . US Patent 6,476,828 B1, 11/5/02 (filed 5/28/99) in view of Betawar et al. . 
US Patent 6,415,193 B1, 7/2/02 (filed 7/8/99). 

In reference to claim 1 , Burkett teaches a system for building and displaying 
dynamic graphical user interfaces comprising the following: 

• Matching a selected data group with a layout to dynamically construct a 
GUI by combining a data group with a layout. See column 8. Compare to 
"representing a text file as a Graphical User Interface (GUI) ..." 

• Rendering data items from the XML file within the GUI display space. See 
columns 9-10 and figures 13A and 13B. A means where data within the 
GUI can be changed dynamically by the user. In incorporating the XML 
data items within the GUI, the system is allowing users to enter 
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information in fields and sub-fields (for attributes). See column 1 and 
figures 6A-6F, 13A-13B, and 15. Compare to ". . .GUI having parameter 
fields, and for each parameter field, having one or more attribute 
sub-fields, each of said sub-fields being text editable;". 
• Storing changes made to the XML file via the GUI. See column 4. 
Compare to "storing attribute text entered in any sub-field to a data 
store". 

Burkett teaches a dynamic graphical user interface derived from an XML data 
group. He does not specifically state creating a text file of parameter meta 
data even though the XML data group implies a file of data; however, Betawar 
teaches a system for editing parameter-level information in a semiconductor- 
manufacturing environment. In Betawar's system, a R-DOM (recipe 
distributed object model) is generated for a recipe-file format that is later 
presented in a editor in which a user may edit various parameters. Betawar's 
system illustrates the idea of creating a text file of parameter meta data in his 
use of a DOM. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to combine Betawar's text file creation with Burkett's 
dynamic GUI since both are concerned with parameter modification in a 
template/editor or GUI. See abstract of both Betawar and Burkett. Moreover, 
Burkett teaches the use of a "data group" which could be interpreted as a 
"text file". 
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In reference to claim 2, Burkett teaches generating a GUI based on an XML data 
group. He does not specifically state "text file"; however, Betawar teaches creating a 
text file from a DOM to convert the recipes. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine Betawar's creation of the 
text file with Burkett's use of XML since an XML parser reads XML files to generate a 
DOM tree. See column 4 of Burkett. 

In reference to claim 3, Burkett does not teach using a URI; however, Betawar 
teaches using a system where the text file is in a database format. Since a URI is used 
to specify addresses and names of objects, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize a URI in storing the text 
entered by the user since Betawar already teaches storing the text file in a database. 
See column 15, lines 30-40. 

In reference to claim 4, Burkett's system teaches incorporating the data group 
into the GUI. See rejections for claim 1 above. 

In reference to claim 5, Burkett teaches the use of Java code for carrying out the 
operations. See column 4, lines 54-65. 

In reference to claim 6, Burkett does not teach calling a subset of a text file 
corresponding to a parameter; however, Betawar teaches calling a subset of a file 
based on user security or parameter-level security levels. Thus he teaches calling a 
subset based on the access-level. See abstract. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to call only a subset as taught by 
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Betawar in the system of Burkett since both are of analogous art in dealing with editing 
parameters in a GUI/editor. 

Claims 12-17 are rejected under the same rationale used in claims 1-6 above 
respectively. 

In reference to claim 7, Burkett teaches a system for building and 
displaying dynamic graphical user interfaces comprising the following: 

• Matching a selected data group with a layout to dynamically construct a 
GUI by combining a data group with a layout. See column 8. Compare to 
"representing a text file as a Graphical User Interface (GUI) . . ." 

• Rendering data items from the XML file within the GUI display space. See 
columns 9-10 and figures 13A and 13B. A means where data within the 
GUI can be changed dynamically by the user. In incorporating the XML 
data items within the GUI, the system is allowing users to enter 
information in fields and sub-fields (for attributes). See column 1 and 
figures 6A-6F, 13A-13B, and 15. Compare to . .GUI having parameter 
fields, and for each parameter field, having one or more attribute 
sub-fields, each of said sub-fields being text editable;". 

• Storing changes made to the XML file via the GUI. See column 4. 
Compare to "storing attribute text entered in any sub-field to a data 
store". 

Burkett teaches a dynamic graphical user interface derived from an XML data 
group. He does not specifically state creating a text file of parameter meta data even 
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though the XML data group implies a file of data; however, Betawar teaches a system 
for editing parameter-level information in a semiconductor-manufacturing environment. 
In Betawar's system, a R-DOM (recipe distributed object model) is generated for a 
recipe-file format that is later presented in a editor in which a user may edit various 
parameters. Betawar's system illustrates the idea of creating a text file of parameter 
meta data in his use of a DOM. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to combine Betawar's text file creation with Burkett's 
dynamic GUI since both are concerned with parameter modification in a template/editor 
or GUI. See abstract of both Betawar and Burkett. Moreover, Burkett teaches the use 
of a "data group" which could be interpreted as a "text file". Burkett teaches generating 
a GUI based on an XML data group. He does not specifically state "text file"; however, 
Betawar teaches creating a text file from a DOM to convert the recipes. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine 
Betawar's creation of the text file with Burkett's use of XML since an XML parser reads 
XML files to generate a DOM tree. See column 4 of Burkett. Burkett teaches the use of 
Java code for carrying out the operations. See column 4, lines 54-65. Burkett does not 
teach calling a subset of a text file corresponding to a parameter; however, Betawar 
teaches calling a subset of a file based on user security or parameter-level security 
levels. Thus he teaches calling a subset based on the access-level. See abstract. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
call only a subset as taught by Betawar in the system of Burkett since both are of 
analogous art in dealing with editing parameters in a GUI/editor. 
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Claim 8 is rejected under the same rationale used in claim 1 above and further in 
view of the following comments. Burkett teaches that the invention may be embodied 
as a data processing system in the form of an entirely hardware embodiment or 
software embodiment or combination of the two. Thus utilizing a client/server system 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
since Burkett suggest the use of various embodiments. 

Claims 9-1 1 are rejected under the same rationale used above in reference to 
claims 2-5 respectively. 

Claim 18 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 1 above. 

Claims 19-21 are rejected under the same rationale used above in reference to 
claims 2-5 respectively. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Bernardo et al. US 6,308,188 B1 10/23/01 (filed 6/19/98) 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rachna Singh at 703.305.1952. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00AM-6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Feild, can be reached at 703.305.9792. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 703.305.3900. 
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Any resp nse to this acti n sh uld be mail d to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

After-Final 703.746.7238 
Official 703.746.7239 
Non-Official/Draft 703.746.7240 

Hand-Delivered responses should be brought to Crystal park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Rachna Singh 
August 21, 2003 
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